The focus of this paper is the syntax of Latin clauses in which a finite auxiliary occurs in clausefinal position, which in Classical Latin (ca. 100 BC -200 AD) is the most frequently attested word order pattern. I argue that these structures are derived through VP-movement, which is analysed as an instance of EPP-driven A-movement rather than as phrasal roll-up (as in 
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Abstract
The focus of this paper is the syntax of Latin clauses in which a finite auxiliary occurs in clausefinal position, which in Classical Latin (ca. 100 BC -200 AD) is the most frequently attested word order pattern. I argue that these structures are derived through VP-movement, which is analysed as an instance of EPP-driven A-movement rather than as phrasal roll-up (as in Ledgeway 2012) . Evidence comes from the interaction between sentential negation and verb movement, as well as from the availability of the order VOAux. The present proposal supports the claim that in some languages, the EPP-feature on T° attracts a VP rather than a DP (Travis 2005; Biberauer and Roberts 2005 ).
Introduction: The Latin data
Two directionality alternations in the Latin clause
In Classical Latin (defined as the period from ca. 100 BC -200 AD), the predominant word order in a transitive clause with an analytic verb form is OVAux, as in (1) Taylor and Pintzuk 2011, 74, their (2c)) Despite some similarities, there are many differences between (1) on the one hand, and (2)-(4) on the other, as well as between the three examples in (2)- (4) . First of all, differently from German but similarly to Old English (and to some extent Dutch), Latin also allows for the order AuxVP (with the VP-constituent in (5) corresponding to the string OV), all other things remaining equal: The main aim of this paper is to offer an analysis of the syntax of Classical Latin Aux-final clauses, with special attention paid to the interaction between verb placement and the syntax of 5 negation. Before embarking upon the main discussion, I will first give a brief overview of some relevant quantitative facts.
Background: word order variation in Classical Latin
The material discussed in this paper is restricted to the period from ca. 85 BC (Cicero) until the late 2nd century AD (Gaius iurisconsultus). I only focus on the synchronic grammar of Latin, leaving aside the diachronic picture. Although the empirical focus of this paper concerns Classical Latin Aux-final clauses only, it is perhaps worthwhile to provide some additional information on (the relative frequency of) other available patterns. At this stage, the discussion will remain fairly descriptive, but the quantitative data presented here will be revisited in section 4, where an argument in favour of my central claim (namely that the derivation of Classical Latin
Aux-final clauses involves EPP-driven movement of the verb phrase) is based on them.
As we will see below, the rough generalization is that the Aux-final pattern is the statistically predominant one, but in almost every author, all the other patterns are attested as well. In a sample of prose texts (see Tables 1-4 Table 2 : word order in clauses with possum complemented by a(n active or deponent)
transitive infinitive and an overt object: percentages + total number of clauses.
Again, we see that the OVAux pattern is the statistically predominant one, be it in a less pronounced fashion. However, the second Aux-final order, namely VOAux, occurs more frequently than in clauses with a BE-auxiliary. In total these two orders still add up to over 60% of all the data. Graph 1 summarizes all of the above data: In the remainder of this paper, I will only be concerned with the syntax of Aux-final clauses: only in section 4 will I briefly come back to word order in other types of clauses. The discussion is structured as follows. First, in section 2 I discuss a number of derivations which in theory can all generate the surface order VPAux. Next, in section 3 I go on to discard a number of these options, one of which has recently been proposed in the literature (viz. phrasal roll-up movement, cf. Ledgeway 2012). I conclude that only one theoretically possible approach is able to generate the order 'VPAux', namely (by hypothesis EPP-driven) A-movement. In section 4 I present some independent evidence in favour of this conclusion.
Possible derivations for complement-head sequences
Against base-generation
In principle, it would be possible to claim that VPAux-clauses are only minimally different from AuxVP-clauses, in that the c-command relations between the different constituents in the two types of clauses are identical. The only difference would simply be the 'headedness' of the functional category in which the auxiliary is hosted (say T), and this difference would be specified in the base (essentially the lexicon of a given language). This line of reasoning was especially popular in the heydays of the Principles and Parameters paradigm (roughly the 1980's, see for instance Stowell 1981; Koopman 1984) .
However, in more recent work concerns have been raised about such an approach. For instance, if not principally constrained, parameterized headedness seems to overgenerate typologically (Biberauer, Holmberg and Roberts 2010) , in that it has difficulties dealing with non-accidental 'gaps' in paradigms of logically possible word orders. In addition, it has been pointed out that apparently free directionality alternations are not each other's mirror image (see especially Kayne 2004) . Finally, whereas head-complement sequences tend to be subject to fairly strict adjacency requirements, this is less often the case for complement-head orders. As we will see below, this final argument is particularly relevant in the case of the Latin VPAux-AuxVP alternation.
Therefore, I will assume that head-final sequences are never base-generated (cf. Kayne (1994) for conceptual, and Kayne (1994 Kayne ( , 2004 Kayne ( , 2011 In the next section, I briefly outline the properties of the other four types of movement.
Local movement and opacity effects
One can say that the remaining movement types can be divided into 2 subclasses, depending on whether or not they involve very local displacement of a given category, and thus the creation of what one could call 'opacity effects', to be understood as the possibility for syntactic material to intervene between a displaced leftward complement and its selecting head.
First, there is a broad consensus that head movement is subject to strict locality constraints:
this generalization is known as the Head Movement Constraint (Travis 1984) , which implies that head movement gives rise to a structure where strict adjacency holds between a displaced head X° and the head it is adjoined to (say Y°). A second, apparently very similar operation equally involves very local movement, but operates on syntactic phrases rather than heads. Following In contrast, the other two types of movement are not generally considered to take place in such a strictly local fashion. According to standard assumptions, both scrambling and A movement displace a phrasal category from a VP-internal position to (the specifier of) a functional category in the T-domain. It follows that the presence or absence of adjacency effects between non-finite lexical verbs or their phrasal projections on the one hand and auxiliaries on the other can be used as a diagnostic to determine which type of movement the Latin Aux-final clauses are derived by. In the following section, I will show that no such adjacency effects can be detected, and thus that no case can be made for head movement or L-movement (cf. Ledgeway 2012) in the derivation of Latin Aux-final clauses.
Non-adjacency between V and Aux, and what this teaches us
In this section, I will discuss two types of environments in which a non-finite lexical verb is not adjacent to a clause-final auxiliary. Among possible intervening elements are non, the marker of sentential negation (sections 3.1 and 3.2), and internal arguments (section 3.3).
The surface position of sentential negation
A first element that can and typically does occur in between a non-finite verb and an auxiliary is the negator non. 
Latin VPAux is not derived through 'roll-up' L-movement
A type of reasoning similar to the one in the previous section can be developed to rule out the possibility that the order V-(Neg-)Aux is derived through L-movement, as for instance proposed in Ledgeway (2012, chapter 5) . Assuming the characterization of L-movement formulated in Biberauer, Holmberg and Roberts (2010) , according to which L-movement always starts at the bottom of an EP, let us try to derive the target order VP-Neg-Aux from the a base structure Neg > Aux > VP (as in (21a) (terminals in boldface), with no L-movement at all). Next, full roll-up yields the order VP-Aux-Neg (a violation of (14)), which is again different from the targeted VP-Neg-Aux order (21c). We can therefore safely conclude that the orders VP(Neg)Aux are not derived by means of L-movement. This conclusion is supported by a set of facts concerning the internal structure of the verb phrase.
As we saw earlier, pre-Aux VPs themselves can be both head-initial and head-final. As we will see in the following section, the former option is not compatible with a roll-up derivation involving L-movement.
Additional evidence against head movement and roll-up: VOAux
There is additional evidence against head movement and roll-up derivations of Latin Aux-final clauses. Apart from sentential negation, internal arguments can also linearly intervene between lexical verbs and auxiliaries, as for instance in (22) Under a scenario in which all Aux-final clauses are derived by means of (repeated) L-movement, the existence of the pattern in (22) is mysterious, as L-movement would have to apply inside the verb phrase prior to VP-displacement (viz. by virtue of the requirement that L-movement start at the bottom of an EP), which would yield the 'harmonically head-final' order OVAux, rather than the 'mixed' order VOAux. On the other hand, if we assume that Classical Latin VP-displacement is not L-movement, the availability of the order VOAux is not unexpected, but actually predicted to be available.
To sum up, there is good evidence that Classical Latin Aux-final are derived through VP movement rather than head movement. In addition, we can be confident that the landing site of this operation is fairly high (viz. at least higher than negation, which itself is higher than T°, or the functional projection in which (finite) modal auxiliaries are hosted), which rules out an analysis in terms of phrasal roll-up (L-movement). However, at this point the question as to which type of movement this operation of VP-displacement instantiates still remains to be answered. Two candidates remain, viz. scrambling and A-movement. Given the lack of plausible parallels for VP-scrambling in the languages of the world, I will pursue the hypothesis that we are dealing with EPP-driven A-movement of the entire VP, which targets a high functional projection in the middle field. Similar analyses have in fact already been proposed in the literature (see for instance Biberauer and Roberts 2005; Travis 2005) . But is there any independent evidence that supports this hypothesis?
VP-movement as EPP-driven A-movement
Internal arguments in passive clauses: the VSAux pattern
All the Latin data discussed up to now involve an active or deponent dependent non-finite verb.
However, an interesting counterpart of the VOAux-order discussed in section 3.3 also exists in passive clauses featuring the order 'non-finite verb -subject -auxiliary' (VSAux The similarity between the patterns VOAux and the VSAux is obvious: both can be said to instantiate the abstract order 'verb -internal argument (henceforth IA) -auxiliary' (VIAAux). The crucial observation is that despite the fact that the internal argument in the passive clauses is marked for nominative case, this elements seems to remain in situ (presumably in a VP-internal position), without undergoing A-movement to a high position in the middle field.
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The uniform behaviour of internal arguments across voice distinctions
At this point, we predict that if preverbal subjects (external arguments in active clauses, and internal arguments in passives, abstracting away from unaccusatives) are involved in EPPchecking via A-movement, derived subjects in passive clauses should appear more frequently in leftward positions than internal arguments in active clauses. A closer look at the empirical facts reveals that this prediction is not borne out: not only is the order VSAux available, it is attested at very similar rates as the VOAux pattern in active clauses. Table 4 : comparing placement of internal arguments in clauses with the modal auxiliary possum 'be able' and a dependent active or passive infinitive.
At this point, we can tentatively conclude that the data discussed in this final section, in conjunction with the observation that scrambling generally seems to affect noun phrases (with a particular discourse status) only, lend support to the view that VP-movement involved in the derivation of Latin Aux-final clauses is an instance of EPP-driven A-movement.
However, this is not to say that all questions surrounding subjecthood and EPP-checking in Latin are resolved. More specifically, more research on the distribution of external arguments (in both preverbal and postverbal position) is needed to arrive at a better understanding of the syntax of subjects in Latin, and by extension of Latin clause structure more generally. In addition, nothing analytic was said about the syntax of clauses where no VP-movement takes places (cf.
the data presented in section 1.2): such structures are available throughout the history of the Latin language, but seem to instantiate an innovative pattern, which gradually gains ground in the evolution towards the Romance languages. This suggests that EPP-checking in Latin is subject to diachronic parametric changes. However, discussion of such diachronic facts falls well beyond the scope of this paper (see Ledgeway 2012 for elaborate discussion).
Conclusion
In this paper, I have discussed the synchronic syntax of Aux-final clauses in Classical Latin (ca.
100 BC -200 AD), which were shown to be the statistically predominant word order pattern in this particular period of time. I concluded that a roll-up derivation for Latin Aux-final clauses is highly problematic, given some robust facts concerning the syntax of negation, as well as the availability of the (cross-linguistically rare) order VOAux. An alternative analysis was defended, in line with earlier proposals in the literature (Biberauer and Roberts 2005; Travis 2005) , in which VP-movement across the T° node takes place to satisfy the clausal EPP-requirement.
Empirical evidence in favour of this analysis comes from a comparison between internal arguments in active and passive clauses: despite the fact that these elements could be considered to qualify as derived subjects in the latter environment, no positional differences could be detected across the two types of voice. In addition, it was shown that nominative DPs can remain in their VP-internal base position, witness availability of the order VSAux in passive clauses. All this suggests that EPP-checking in Classical Latin does not involve A-movement of a nominative
